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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 4/4/2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-10 and 12-21 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) K Claim(s) 1-10 and 12-21 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 15 April 2004 is/are: a)S accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) [3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)|g| All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Art Unit: 3677 

DETAILED ACTION 

[1] This action is responsive to Applicant's request for continued examination filed on 04 
April 2006 with regard to the final office action mailed on 01 November 2005. 

Status of Claims 
[2] Claims 1-10, and 12-21 are pending. 

Response to Arguments/Remarks 
[3] Claims 1-3, 5, 6, 10, 14, 17, 19, and 21 were previously rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being obvious over Huck US-2,040,939 in view of Hull US-483,806. 

Applicant's arguments/remarks with regard to this rejection have been fully considered, 
but are moot in view of the following new grounds of rejection necessitated by amendment. 

[4] Claims 7, 8, 9, 12, 15, 16, 18, and 20 were previously rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being obvious over Huck US-2,040,939 in view of Hull US-483,806 and Rea US-2,759,082. 

Applicant's arguments/remarks with regard to this rejection have been fully considered, 
but are moot in view of the following new grounds of rejection necessitated by amendment. 

[5] Claims 1-10 and 12-21 were previously rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious 
over Huck US-2,040,939 in view of Hull US-483,806 and Rea US-2,759,082. 

Applicant's arguments/remarks with regard to this rejection have been fully considered, 
but are moot in view of the following new grounds of rejection necessitated by amendment. 
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New Grounds of Rejection 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
[6] The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

[7] Claims 1, 2, 4-10 and 12-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gaquere US-5,581,867 in view of Aasgaard US-5,915,901. 

In short, Gaquere teaches or at least suggests each and every limitation found in claims 1- 
10 and 12-20, except for a "cylindrical sleeve of resilient material", said sleeve "acting as a stop". 
Examiner has provided a clear comparison of the present invention with base reference Gaquere 
in the illustration below: 
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second tail portion having a second tail portion having a 

uniform external diameter uniform external diameter 




US-5,581,867 (Figure 13) 

Annotated Present Invention 

Aasguaar suggests a cylindrical sleeve of resilient material around the body of a blind 
fastener adjacent to a preformed radially enlarged flange, in order to provide "additional sealing 
capability". This sleeve inherently acts as a (broad) "stop" for at least the radially extending 
flange, so that the flange is prevented from contacting the workpiece. Aasguaar suggests that the 
material of the cylindrical sleeve is variable, and therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
be inclined to use any material that is sufficient for sealing. 
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Aasgaard suggests placing a gasket around the body 
adjacent the outwardly-extending flange in order to 
provide "additional sealing capability" 




Additionally, a washer or 
gasket 734 made of rubber, vinyl, plastic, or (be like may be 
disposed between the outer work piece 726 and the head 736 
of the rivet body 722 to provide additional sealing capability. 



Therefore, at the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, to modify the blind fastener taught by Gaquere, to comprise a cylindrical sleeve of 
resilient material around the body of a blind fastener adjacent to a preformed radially enlarged 
flange as suggested by Aasgaard, in order to improve the sealing characteristics of the blind 
fastener. Although Applicant's intended use of the sleeve is to act as a stop for a carrier member, 
it is not required that the prior art disclose or suggest the properties newly-discovered by an 
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applicant in order for there to be a prima facie case of obviousness. See In re Dillon, 919 F.2d 
688, 16 USPQ2d 1897, 1905 (Fed. Cir. 1990). In this case, one would be motivated to employ a 
resilient sleeve for sealing purposes instead of "stopping" purposes. 

Examiner notes that US-4074,608 to Siebol also suggests a cylindrical sleeve of resilient 
material around the body of a blind fastener adjacent to a preformed radially enlarged flange, and 
around a larger diameter first body portion, for sealing enhancement. Likewise, US-4,580,936 to 
Francis et al. also suggests a cylindrical sleeve of resilient material around the body of a blind 
fastener adjacent to a preformed radially enlarged flange for sealing enhancement. Furthermore, 
US-4,696,610 to Wright suggests a cylindrical sleeve of resilient material around the body of a 
blind fastener adjacent to a preformed radially enlarged flange for sealing enhancement. The 
prior art as a whole would render a cylindrical sleeve of resilient material obvious to those of 
ordinary skill in the art. 

As for claim 10 and 13, Applicant does not appear to show a "closed end" of the body in 
the drawings. Therefore, the Examiner has treated these limitations broadly, because in a sense, 
the second tail end of the body is "open" prior to setting the blind fastener, and "closed" after 
setting the fastener. In any case, US-5,569,005 (Figure 3) and US-4, 104,952 (Figure 1 1) appear 
to render a closed end body prior to setting obvious, since both of these references contain each 
and every feature of the present invention's body. Note US-4, 104,952 even shows a carrier 
(32,33) contacting a "stop" area of the enlarged first portion (18) of the body adjacent the flange 
(16). 
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As for claim 21, Gaquere teaches a carrying member (460) moveable from a first position 
(Figure 1 1) to a second postion (Figure 12, designated by the letter I), which would come into 
contact with an exposed stop surface of the cylindrical sleeve of resilient material. 

[8] Claims 1-3 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gaquere US-5,58 1,867 in view of Siebol US-4074,608. 

In short, Gaquere teaches or at least suggests each and every limitation found in claims 1- 
10 and 12-20, except for a "cylindrical sleeve of resilient material M , said sleeve "acting as a stop". 
This is clearly shown above. 

Siebol suggests a cylindrical sleeve of resilient material (31) around the body of a blind 
fastener adjacent to a preformed radially enlarged flange (24), and around a larger diameter first 
body portion (22), for sealing enhancement between the flange (24) and an outer surface (35) of 
a workpiece (34). 

Therefore, at the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, to modify the blind fastener taught by Gaquere, to comprise a cylindrical sleeve of 
resilient material around a larger diameter first portion of the body of a blind fastener adjacent to 
a preformed radially enlarged flange as suggested by Siebol, in order to improve the sealing 
characteristics of the blind fastener. Although Applicant's intended use of the sleeve is to act as 
a stop for a carrier member, it is not required that the prior art disclose or suggest the properties 
newly-discovered by an applicant in order for there to be a prima facie case of obviousness. See 
In re Dillon, 919 F.2d 688, 16 USPQ2d 1897, 1905 (Fed Cir. 1990). In this case, one would be 
motivated to employ a resilient sleeve for sealing purposes instead of "stopping" purposes. 
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[9] Claim 21 is further rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gaquere 
US-5,58 1,867 in view of Siebol US-4074,608 as discussed above, in even further view of Dolch 
US-4,236,429. 

In short, Gaquere v. Siebol suggest each and every limitation found in claim 19, but the 
combination fails to suggest a carrier member contacting the cylindrical sleeve of resilient 
material. 

Dolch suggests a carrier member (16) under a specially configured preformed radially 
extending flange (15), and around a larger diameter first body portion, in order to advantageously 
utilize space under the flange (15). 

Therefore, at the time of invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, to modify the blind fastener taught by Gaquere v. Aasgaard, to further comprise a carrier 
member (16) as suggested by Dolch, in order to make advantageous use of the space under the 
flange. 

Applicant is reminded that claims in a pending application should be given their broadest 
reasonable interpretation. In re Pearson, 181 USPQ 641 (CCPA 1974). 

Conclusion 

[10] The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure is as follows: 



See form PTO-892 
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[11] Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey Sharp whose telephone number is (571) 272-7074. The 
examiner can normally be reached 7:00 am - 5:30 pm Mon-Thurs. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, J.J. Swann can be reached on (571) 272-7075. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



